This paper presents numerical results for a 3D Cell and Vertex centered DDFV scheme. The method applies to very general 3D meshes including non conformal ones. Its construction and implementation are presented.
to define this discrete gradient: precisely using the diamond method [6] . A discrete divergence acts on vector data by averaging their normal component on the primal and dual cell boundaries, which procedure is classical for finite volume methods.
The key feature is a duality property between the discrete gradient and the discrete divergence operators of Green formula type.
Extensions of DDFV schemes to 3D [15, 11, 12, 2, 3, 1, 3] are of two types.
CV-DDFV. The original 2D double mesh framework is conserved, dual cells are built around the primal mesh vertices and scalar data consist in a double set of unknowns associated with the (primal) mesh cells and vertices. CeVeFE-DDFV. Recently Coudière and Hubert [4, 3] modified the 2D framework by considering a third mesh (triple mesh method), with unknowns associated with cells, faces, edges and vertices of the primal mesh.
The method considered here is of CV-DDFV type, CV holding for Cell and Vertex centered. Two versions have been developed so far.
(A) A first 3D construction was introduced by Pierre in [15] for anisotropic and/or heterogeneous diffusion problems. The dual cells here do not form a mesh in the classical sense: they recover the domain twice. (B) A second version, independently introduced by Hermeline [12] and Andreianov & al. [2, 1] differs from the previous one by the dual cell definition that here form a partition of Ω .
For both versions, in presence of heterogeneity, auxiliary (locally eliminated) data are added relatively to faces, as presented in [5, 12] . In case of complex meshes, involving face shapes other than triangles or quadrangles, this local elimination procedure is made difficult enforcing to consider auxiliary data as real unknowns inside the algorithm, which drastically increases the problem size. We first emphasize the similarities between (A) and (B). These two versions are based on the same definition of the discrete gradient. They also induce comparable discrete duality properties. Indeed, after a careful examination of these duality properties in [15] and in [2] it turns out that they do involve exactly the same stiffness and mass matrices. As a result, between these two versions, only the averaging of the source terms on the dual cells will differ. In this paper, version (A) will be considered without auxiliary data on the mesh faces. The fifth test case, including heterogeneity and thus necessitating these auxiliary unknowns per face center, will not be treated here because of a lack of time.
CV-DDFV version (A), discrete duality
Let the domain Ω ⊂ R 3 be a connected open subset, its boundary is assumed to be polyhedral. Let M be a (general) mesh of Ω , possibly non conformal, and whose (primal) cells (resp. faces) are general polyhedral (resp. polygonal). The set of cells, faces and vertices of M are respectively denoted C , F and V . To any vertex v ∈ V is associated a dual cell v ⋆ and to any face f ∈ F is associated a diamond cell D f . Diamond cells form a partition of Ω , whereas dual cells intersect and recover Ω exactly twice.
A vector data is a piecewise constant vector function on the diamond cells. A scalar data is provided by one scalar per cell and per vertex of M . The space of vector data is denoted Q h and the space of scalar data F h . A discrete function is obtained by supplementing a scalar data with one scalar data per boundary face. The space of discrete functions is denoted U h . As developed in Sec. 1.3, u h ∈ U h will be interpreted as a function defined on the diamond cell boundaries:
that moreover is continuous and piecewise affine on the diamond cell faces. Two discrete operators will be defined, ∇h : U h −→ Q h and div h : Q h −→ F h . that satisfy the discrete duality property (see [15] )
for any functions u h ∈ U h andq h ∈ Q h , with n the unit normal on ∂ Ω pointing outside Ω , and the pairing:
Here, |c| and |v ⋆ | are the volumes of the primal and dual cells c and v ⋆ , u c and div c q h are the values associated to the cell c of the two scalar data u h and div h q h , and similarly u v and div v q h are the values associated to the vertex v of the two scalar data u h and div h q h . In (2) the two integrals are well defined. The first integral is an L 2 product on Ω since both q h and ∇h u h are piecewise constant vector functions on the diamond cells.The second integral is an L 2 product on ∂ Ω : q h is piecewise constant on the boundary faces and its normal component q h · n also, moreover ∂ Ω ⊂ ∂ D defined in (1) and so u h has a restriction to ∂ Ω that is continuous.
Dual and diamond cells
Denoting x i the center of c i , then D f is the union of the two pyramids with apex x i and with base f as depicted on Fig. 1 . In case f ⊂ ∂ Ω , then f = ∂ Ω ∩ c for one cell c ∈ C . In this case D f is the pyramid with apex x c and base f . Still in this cases, f can be considered as a degenerated (flat) pyramid of apex its own center x f and base f . Thus, in all cases, D f is the union of two pyramids, and its boundary can be partitioned into triangles. The vertices of these triangles either are: cell centers, vertices or boundary face centers of M . As a result providing a scalar value to each cell, vertex and boundary face of M defines a unique continuous piecewise affine function u h : ∂ D → R, with ∂ D defined in (1) . This is precisely the lift from the discrete function in U h presented in Sec. 1.2 into continuous piecewise affine functions on ∂ D in (1). 
Discrete operators
The discrete divergence is classically defined by averaging the normal component of q h ∈ Q h on the primal and dual cells, for all c ∈ C and all v ∈ V :
for n the unit normal on ∂ c (resp. ∂ v ⋆ ) pointing outside c (resp. v ⋆ ). This definition is well posed since the discontinuity set of q h ∈ Q h has a zero 2-dimensional measure intersection with the primal and dual cell boundaries.
The discrete gradient is defined as follows. Let u h ∈ U h , for all f ∈ F :
where ∇ f u h is the (vector) value of ∇h u h on D f and for n the unit normal on ∂ D f pointing outside D f . In practice, definition (5) can always be reformulated in terms of data differences as in the 2D case where (see e.g. [7] ):
f is a mesh interface (edge), c 1 and c 2 the two cells on each side of f , v 1 and v 2 the two vertices of f and N f , M f two vectors. We refer to [15, 5] for similar expansions in 3D.
The scheme
The linear diffusion problem −div(K∇u) = f is considered together with a Dirichlet boundary condition u |∂ Ω = g. The tensor K is discretized into K h by averaging K on each diamond cells and the source term f is discretized as f h ∈ F h by averaging f over each primal and dual cells. The problem reads: find u h ∈ U h such that
To solve (6) (7), we split U h = U h,0 ⊕ B where U h,0 is the subset of discrete functions equal to zero on ∂ Ω . Then u h decomposes as u h = u 0 +ũ, whereũ ∈ B is uniquely determined by (7) . Now u 0 ∈ U h,0 satisfies − div h (K h ∇h u 0 ) = f h + div h (K h ∇hũ ) :=f h for all primal cells and all interior vertices. This is a square linear system equivalent with: find u 0 ∈ U h,0 so that for all v ∈ U h,0 we have:
With the help of the discrete duality property (2) it is also equivalent with finding u 0 ∈ U h,0 so that for all v ∈ U h,0 :
In practice, introducing the stiffness matrix S associated to the discrete tensor K h , this problem is rewritten as the square positive symmetric linear system
with U 0 (resp.F) the vector formed by the values of u 0 (resp.f h ) at the cell centers and interior vertices. The stiffness matrix S has the coefficients S i j = Ω K h ∇h w i · ∇h w j dx, with w i ∈ U h,0 the base function having value 1 at one cell center or interior vertex and 0 everywhere else. This matrix is clearly symmetric and positive.
Numerical results
The cell centers as well as the face centers are set to their iso-barycenter. Let us first define the data (source term f and anisotropy tensor K) discretization. Primal, dual and diamond cells are partitioned using a single set of tetrahedra of type E = x c x f v 1 v 2 , with c ∈ C , f a face of c and v 1 , v 2 two vertices of f forming one of its edges. To form the scalar data f h , f is averaged on the tetrahedra E partitioning each primal and dual cells whereas the discrete tensor K h is obtained by averaging K on the tetrahedra E partitioning the diamond cells. Averaging is made by the mean of Gaussian quadrature on each tetrahedra E using a 15 points quadrature formula of order 5, see e.g. [13] . Assembling the discrete source term f h and tensor K h requires one loop on the mesh faces.
The stiffness matrix S in (8) also is assembled using a loop on the mesh faces. Precisely two base functions w i and w j have a non zero interaction (i.e. S i j = Ω K h ∇h w i · ∇h w j dx = 0) in case they are associated to two vertices of a same diamond D f .
Let us now define the L 2 , H 1 and energy errors reported in the following tables as erl2, ergrad and ener respectively. Let u h denote the discrete solution of one of the test case, and u the solution of the associated continuous problem. The discrete function u h is lifted to a function u h ∈ L 2 (Ω ) as follows. Consider a face f , u h provides a value at each vertex of D f and also at the face center x f in case of a boundary face. In case of an interior face, a supplementary value u f is computed at x f as u f = (∑ n i=1 u v i )/n where the v i are the n vertices of f , which definition is consistent since x f is the iso-barycenter of f . With these additional values, scalars are available for every vertices of the tetrahedra E that partition Ω : this defines a unique function u h by P 1 interpolation, which then is continuous piecewise affine on Ω . We define:
The discrete vector data ∇h u h is a piecewise constant vector function on the diamond cells. Therefore ∇h u h is an L 2 functions on Ω and the H 1 and energy errors reported in the following tables are defined as:
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Comments
The linear system (8) to be solved is symmetric and positive: a Conjugate Gradient algorithm has been applied, together with a basic Jacobi preconditioner. The sparsity pattern of the stiffness matrix is not compact, especially for matrix lines corresponding to vertex nodes. The stiffness matrix lines corresponding to cell nodes have 1 + n f + n s nonzero terms with n f and n v the number of faces and vertices of the considered cell; for a tetrahedra 1 + n f + n v = 9. The maximum principle is not fulfilled by DDFV schemes. In practice it has been violated only once for test one on Voronoï meshes and more significantly on test 3. Meanwhile no oscillation phenomena are observed. Expected order 2 convergence on erl2 is observed for all tests excepted test 2. Order 1 convergence is observed for ergrad and ener on all tests.
